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ARB Staff Presentation 1/22/07



Reviewed 58 letters/e-
mails submitted to 

ARB

Developed reasonable, 
statutorily- based criteria 
and applied them to each 
suggested measure

Engaged in approx. 12 
hours of public dialogue—

at

3 Committee Meetings

Reviewed staff’s Early 
Action Report – 100 
measures

Committee’s Work



Criteria for Evaluating Early Action 
Measures

� Is the measure technologically feasible?
� Does the measure cause increases in criteria or 

air toxics emissions (backsliding)? 
� Are there co-pollutant reduction benefits from 

the measure? 
� Does the measure have disproportionate 

(positive or negative) impacts on communities 
already facing unacceptably high environmental 
burdens? 



Overview of Committee 
Recommendations

� Recommended only about 30% for 
inclusion on the early action list

� Better to start with a more robust list which 
allows for more refinement through the 
process (e.g., application of cost-
effectiveness standard, unforeseen rule 
development issues)

� Worst possible outcome—unnecessary 
delay in achieving reductions
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Overview of Committee 
Recommendations

Bulk of our recommendations are from 
Group 2 strategies

Why not add them to the list?



Overview of Committee 
Recommendations

� Remove from Early Action list :

�Low Carbon Fuel Standard

�Reduction of HFC 134a emissions from non-
professional servicing of cars



Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(LCFS)



Low Carbon Fuel Standard

� The Committee SUPPORTS reductions in 
the carbon content of transportation fuels

� The Committee DOES NOT recommend 
development of a Low Carbon Fuel 
Standard as an early action measure



Low Carbon Fuel Standard
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What is the Low Carbon Fuel 
Standard?



What does that mean?

•In 2020 emissions from fuels will be higher than they are now
•Support technology forcing regs, however, this early action mix

is too risk heavy
•Support a wider range of measures that gets health enhancing reductions

in communities right now



Possible Risks of LCFS:  Negative 
Impacts on the Environment



Possible Risks of LCFS:  Negative 
Impacts on Food Prices



Possible Risks of LCFS:  Negative 
Impacts on Social Order



Possible Risks of LCFS:  Negative 
Impacts on Public Health



Low Carbon Fuel Standard

� Summary
� Important area for carbon reductions
� Early Action Measures must be technologically 

feasible and not cause backsliding—currently 
available fuels do not meet this test

� Early Action Measures must avoid disproportionate 
negative impacts on low-income communities—
currently available fuels do not meet this test



Reduction of HFC134a from Non-
Professional Servicing of Cars



Reduction of HFC134a from Non-
Professional Servicing of Cars

� The Committee SUPPORTS reduction in 
HFCs, a very potent green house gas

� The regulation proposed by staff does not 
meet the requirements of AB 32



Reduction of HFC134a from Non-
Professional Servicing of Cars

� Only measure targeting HFC reductions
� Very Regressive 
� low-income people and people of color are 

disproportionately rely upon home-based 
auto repair and stop-gap repair options 
such as using the small can of HFC134a 
to fill leaking air conditioning units.



Instead of Small Can Ban 

ARB undertake a broader review of possible 
HFC reductions, including 
�Evacuation of refrigerants from de-

commissioned/stored cargo containers; 
�Evacuation of HFCs from cars prior to 

scrappage
� 33 million cars registered in California
� Average of 2 pounds of HFCs in fully charged air 

conditioners



The Committee Recommends that 
this Board Vote to do 4 Things:
� Reduce HFC’s without causing negative disproportionate 

impacts on low-income communities and communities of 
color;

� Continue work on developing a low-carbon fuel standard 
for implementation after early action period;

� Replace LCFS measure (and the resources needed for 
its accelerated implementation) with measures having 
highest co-pollutant reductions (e.g., port, refinery, 
and/or cement measures);

� Add to the list those items which staff indicated could be 
done by 2010 so those reductions are not lost



Doing Anything 
is not the 
Same as 

Doing Something


